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FINAL ORDER

This matter came before the State Board of Dentistry by

way of the Complaint of the Attorney General charging respondent,

Donald J. McElroy, D.D.S. with violations of N.J.S'.A-;-Y5:>=21(f),

conviction of a crime involving moral turpitude àdversely re-

lating to the activity regulated by the State Board of Dentistry in

that he was convicted of having violated 26 U.S.t. 5705 /or kdokingly

and willfully failing to make an income tax return to the Director

of Internal Revenue, District of New Jersey , Newark , or to

the Director the Internal Revenue Service Center, North Atlantic

Region, Holtsville, New York , or any other proper dffd cial the
*.

United States stating specifically :he items gross income

and any deductions and credits to which he was entitled for the

years 1976, 1977, 1978 and 1979.

Respondent has admitted the charges contained in paragraphs

through 6 the complaint but denies that his actions involve

moral turpitude relate adversely to the dentistry profession

in Vioiation Of N.J.S.A. and N.J.S.A. i5:l-21(f).

Dr . McElroy has submitted numerous letters from patients, friends

and childzen attesting character . Following are the

findings fact, conclusions





dentistry profession in violation of N .J .S.A . 45:6-7 and

N.J.S.A. 45:1-21(f).

DECIS 1011

The State Board of Dentistry finds that Dr. Donald J .

McElroy is guilty of the charges contained in the complaint filed

by the Attorney General. However, in light of the serious penalties

previously imposed upon and satisfied by respondent for vièlation

of federal law , the Board believes that additional disciplinary

sanctions are not warranted. regard the Board believes

that the strict criminal sanctions sufficient-deterrent

against a recurrence of such conduct in the future , and in view

of respondent's having satisfied and discharged these criminal

lties the public's inteéest in proper licensee condict ispena 
,

also satisfied. Accordingly, further sanctions will be

imp o s e d .
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ARTHUR YEAG , D . .S .
PRESIDENT

Dated: Sept-mhex 11, 1985.


